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Old Science Building 
17 Triad 
Coleman Hall Phase I 
11 Education & 


.on Building 


Telephone Security 
Building 


Applied Arts Building 
Phase I 


169,018 


130,800 


941,240 


Eastern ‘'llinois !/niversity 
(continued) 


Charleston 


Lawson Hall 


University Union 
Phase II (Addition to) 


es Applied Arts Education 
nu Center - Addition 


Remodeling of Practical 
Buildin;, (Student 


; Building) 


Textbook Library - 
Remodeling of Pemberton 
kall Gym 


Heating Plant Addition 


Water Storage Tank Bldg. 


1966 $ 1,985,546 
L966 L. S23.07 

1966 497,769 
1967 242,188 


1967 1,812,500 


1967 436,975 


Atkin-Colby Halls 
Women's Residence 
outh 


ennial Additi 


r¢ S$ ar 


ilton-Whitten Halls 
eney Food Service 


Felmley Hall of Science 
Add it i on 
Turner Hall 


Cardinal Court 
First Addition 


797,200 


$2,198,000 


jraham Hall - Classroom 
Building - Fourth Floor 


jen Hall - Administration 


University Center - 


Altgeld Hall Remieling 
& Rehabilitation - Phase I 


-ihution 


wer 


Wham Educati 


Facilities 
II 
Behaviorial Sciences 
Center Building 


Utilities Center Addit 
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A 34 
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om 
ao 
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Higgins 


Class & Agricultural 


Garage Building 


Bridrevier 
Brodnick 


District 109 


Bridgeview & Justice 


Cook County 


Unity Point 
District 
arpondale - Jackson County 


inor School 


13,900 


(includes steel 


] 
ls 


mnity Unit Scl 


County 


Prospect - Cook 


Summerville School District # 
Mount Vernon 
Jefferson County 


Oak Ridg School (E mentary) 
District #117-1 
Oak Lawn - Cook 


nn Pad 
) (includ 


curtain 


silitation ¢ School 


PawPaw ,ee County 
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School 


District 


Robbin: 


Franklin C 


itulkiny, Vindew & 


Anna St 
General Werk for Further 
Building - New Units 


etion of Unit 3 


Alterations to Toilet/Bath 
Athon & Lence Cottages 


New Pumping Station 


Nur 
Quarters 


Building - 


Garage, Storage & Repair Building, 
Clothing Center, Employee's Cafeteria 


Rehabilitation of Building CW-6 1,200 


t 1 Ad t All truction r ork 
Depur f t i] nt 
Chi t it ( », Llline ’ 
( e ) 
bilitation ¢ ter - ld , $ 13,326 ] 4 
vin x 1 for ite 
a ‘ - 
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-< 
ag bilitation « Toilet R ) 200,532 
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. Children' Service 1ildir - { t 
Hospital Clinic, \ica » Tllir 4 ) 334,500 
Di tat Reka 1, Tllinoi 
t ( ral \ luding Electrical & 
% Mechani Half-Way House for 
Nale Pat 78,350 
New Laundry Addition 1963 11,255 110, 
Cottages, CV-1, CV-2, CV-3 a 128,691 56,486 


Occupational Therapy Center Cirele War 
Development 1963 Downers 91,054 71,474 2,000 


Sion. ale 
tages Ad, 


>cupational Therapy 


B Dining Rooms 


Power Plant 


Central Dietary 


ry, 


Mechanical Store 


New Laundry 


Alterations to Taylor 


io 


e 
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22,000 


Chil 


Illinois 
Chicag 


Eleven Story Hoss 


Laundry Building 


Institution for Mentally Retarded - 


irray Children's Center 
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} 


hiatric Nurses Training School 


Remodeling for Infirmary Area - 
Diagnostic Building 10, 300 
Patient Service Center 201,328 


Dietary 
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) 
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Modernization, Building 


Laundry Building 


Modernization & Major Ref 
Correct Fire & Public Hazar 


& 


11 


10 
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to 
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B1-2-3 North 


South 


117,800 


72,319 


1,260,836 


610,646 


173,800 


996, 346 


257,100 


1,700 


habilitatior of Auditorium 


Residence Ward Bl 


Four New Residence Ward Blds, 


7,520,633 


New Garage Building 


juilding 


Laundry 


Addition to Carriel Patient 
Residential Unit 


tient 


Dining Room 


Health Center, 


» Illinois 
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Adolph Meyer Clinic 
Decatur, Illinois 
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Rehabilitation of Bowen Residence 1965 
Rehabilitation of Commissary Bldeg. 1967 


Charles F. Read Clinic, 
Chic..40, Illinois 


Inpatient Ward Complex 1963 


) 87 


6,531,285 
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430,019 
575,549 
278,456 
213,1 

224,586 
202,052 
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8,000 
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Finish Hardware 
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Illinois State Training 
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Geneva 
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Youth Ce 


Boy Forestry Camp 
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School 
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Finish Kardvare 
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Menard County 
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Illinois Beach State Pa 
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Building 


lew Office Building for 
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Springfield |} 1,383,223 
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NOIS - SUPP TAL APPENDIX "A" 


id Municipal 


Cost of Cost of 


Genera’ Vo Finish Hardware 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPENDIX "A" 


Date of 


Construction 


John A. Logan College 


Carterville 


Kennedy-King College 


e-Harvey College 
Chicago 


Southwest College 


“20 
of DuPage 


Glen Ellyn 


Governors State University 


Park Forest, South 


All Constructi 


€ 


»,013,599 


1,370,403 


{ 0 ) 1,000 


Cost of 


n 
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Cost of 


Finish Hardware 


32,081 
(w/o profit) 


17,000 
(w/o profit) 


80,000 
(w/o profit) 


ILLINOIS ENDIX 


Lincoln School 
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School 
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, Life Safety 
York & Third Flo 
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Hawthorne School 


Oe!: 


Park 
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. H Mann School 
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Park 


Oak 
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truction .- Sunphick All Construction General Work Finish Hardwsre 


1971 Ke it re | | < vicaso 406,180 $ $ 5,975 
1971 Ke ! , Chicazo 457,098 8,500 
Ww 
1971 Ken-he rrr iny, Chicago 112,859 §,021..SF 
> 
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(w/o profit) 
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Finish Hardware 
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WITH RI 


Pursuant to the t S-Ens retrial co rence 
. +. “aoe 4 a ores ; P 
Or oepce z 30, A? + > i e se roy C C 
deposition testimony, 2 itne t t ul t pre t 
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3 ~ S 7 + rm | + 7 e _ =; 
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respect to the per se illé revealed by the - 
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to prove t illegal reement and 


The nature of the industry, the conspiracy, and its 
impact upon plaintiffs may be briefly outlined. 


The term “contract hardware" refers to builders hard- 
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2) 
¢c 
p- 
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ware sold on a contract basis for use in constr 
hospitals, office buildings, hotels, and other buildings. De- 
fendants are the only full li’ manufacturers of contract hard- 
ware used for door openings, such as lock sets, latch sets, 
hinges, exit devices and closers They sell contract hardware 


exclusively through authorized dealers, who are allowed to 


represent only one defend 
mally do not maintain suf 


ware jobs; they submit 


this purpose, defend 
bidding another 1 
Defendants 
to protect masterkeys fr 
artificially high leve 
amone 


allocate masterkey systems and territories among 


dealers and by the prohibition against dealers 


bootlegging) contract hardware to other dealers. 


defendants effectively prevented all competition -- 


Consequently 


interbrand 


and intrabrand -- in the sale of contract hardware for master- 


key projects, 


Defendants knew their agreements to prevent competi- 


ht to conceal the 


tion were illegal. Consequently, they soug 


conspira oy enforcing S age t dealers on a \ al 
basis, by arranging for the submission of collusive Ir com- 
tary) bids, and b 1isrepresenting ¢t sales poli S 
a to buildin ywners 
Most dealers readily acquiesced in the restraints on 
their activitie ecause the in turn ere protect fror 
inter £ € It l t reir ¢ tax syster 
Defe t I yr, close liced a4 rence to the indus - 
ide u rstandi 1inst competition on masterke S ar 
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rders from unauthorized dealers for lock 
d to an existing masterkey syster By re- 
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>-an control which dealer supplies all the 


contract hardware for a particular project. 
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4. The Rosner Hardware incident 
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APPENDIX 
IDENTIFICATION OF PERSONS MENTIONED 2 
AND THEIR PO 
a, 
Saar 
Edward H Man er 
ie Sales 
& William J. Ziegenhein Russwin Executive Vice-Presi 
L. Curtis Booth Corbin Vice-President 
Carl Baur Corbin General le fan r 
Gecde r Cordin l 4 
i oo , >, 
a St Fore Ru in ministrative istant 
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© ILCO CORPORATION 

Sam Crissran Vice-President - Sales 

Earl Materne National Sales anazer 

George Wheatley Contract Hardware Product Manager 
Morris Falk Salesman 
. George Newmier Salesman 
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SARGENT & COMPANY 


Herman R. Giese President 


J. B. (Bryer) Duff Vice-President 


a Pa - - ia. ¥ Te 
Eli A. Yale General Sales Manager; 
Yt nae Pe s dant Cal 
Vice e en le 
Aa ee teed ne -. ; 
C7 z 6 2 E C Dad 
@ 2 T 5¢0n Southern S$ ‘ 
4 I outhern Sal z 
. 2 4 a > so . 
? J - “ 
S $ ~ i > = 
William C. Hettling General Sales Manaxer 
James D. Young General Sales Manaver 


Chuck Moody Yale's Order Department 


of Bill McGreevy Regional Sales Manager 


Ken Lanyon Regional Sales Manager 
Hal Fallows Yale Salesman 


Fred Dunning Salesman 
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IN RE: : 
Plaintiffs : 
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vs : 
5 a? 74929 sl 
: NO. 14233 
aI He ATION, EAT Re ORATION, : 
t COME ¥y and IL¢ al ~ - 
AN ITS POI EGr IVisSi 
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above-named defendants injunctive relief and for treble damases 
due to defendants' violati of the antitrust ] r <) ted 
CH 5+ 7 7 andi ." -: - a a | re és +m F¥ 
ot 2 se uc a ali a i’ 2 a ie Za te a - , 
Federal lles £ Civil Proce re, Ait 2 folloy m 
Le 
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
1. This complaint is filed under Section 4 of the Clayton 
Act (15 U.S.C. §15) to recover damages which the plaintiffs and 
ry ‘= =» + + + . 
members of the class have sustained due to the violations by the 
defendants, as hereinafter a leged, of Section 1 of man ACt 
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and that the best practicable notice of this action be given to each 
member of the class represented by plaintiff in this action; 
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E. That the defendants be enjoined from continuing the 
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into any combination, conspiracy, agreement, understanding or concert 
of action having similar purposes or effects; 

F. That plaintiff and each member of the cl represented 
herein recover from defendants the cost of this suit and reasonable 
attorneys' fees, the amounts to be fixed by the Court as is provided 
in Section 4 of the Clayton Act, Title 15 U.S.C. §15; and 

G. That plaintiff and each member of the class represented 
herein have such other, further and different relief as t nature 
of this case may require or to the Cour* all em justified 

4 
EDWIN M. BL2O2 
Assistant Attorney General 
’ 
SALLY LEE FOWEY : 
Assistant Attorney General 
525 West Ottawa 
Lansing, MI 48913 
x Q 
Li VELL C< S¥) 
LEE A. FREEMAN, JR.+ 
Special Assistant Attorney General 
Freeman, Freeman & Salzman 
Suite 3200, One IBM Plaza 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 
Dated: December 9, 1974 
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Jr. as liaison counsel for nlaintiffs pursuant to Rule 42(b) to 
separate what are characterized as the liability and damace 
issues in certain of the cases. As liaison counsel]. for plain- 
tiffs Mr. oman also filed a» m in § o£ 
Motion to Separat Liability and Damace Issues ate mo0er 
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yD ‘ vernmental hod — 
ae 4 ental t } agency 
authority t; 
rs _ -» +7 } : 
you ar i Tak 
far as tl late t I 3 
( n C C “ 
State-wi U “wi ‘ ) 
(x i) T : 
,are Pa | + . - ~~ 
nich ¥ ; : 
{ 
l(c) ) t L 
struct - 
Struction project 
] ~\/ T 
Ste \ 1) EE n 2r c it t t “By 4 
? a \ T + — = 
2 (a) Ide ify eac f sur depart t livi 
ureaus, Offices or other t ! is dW ; 
or has had ) So, r the : 2 rs } 
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g tl -tCers contained 1n your answers to subparagraphs (a) 
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(e) If your answer to (d) above is in the 

affirmative, state: 
ter key sj 
and/or 
ir i > ] C 

on or th Stur 

contra price of @ structure 

dad 
Answer to Interrozatory No. 9 

During the years 1950 to 1974, ¢t State o 
Michigan constructed public r addit 
thereto listed in ix Further ils 
by the interro r Y C t eae! atest 
plaintifé il Cc LL < il L 5 
Rit 
nULE Pe | ) 

13 entif . C i 
informa Ca ( 

(a) . 

(b) The d "1 Up 1a SE i 
builder' tha ister ke rd 
the price and 

you enter i ) 

Fr constr tC itt Ot 4 Cc 

a2 master << sy 

or tion * deter- 
Answer to Interr gatory No 13: 

The underlying documents relating to construction 
projects on which builder's hardware (inclu gB master key 
systems) was installed and the purchase o sUilder' ird- 
ware (and master key systems) for installation on such 
projects are in the custody of the architects, business 
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TYRONE C. FAH? 
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Department of Social Services 


M icir 7 
Municipal it 


Constant 


Towr 
L1Owns 


Li 
City of 
Davison 
City of 
Municipal 
Clty of Grand 
Pubtle Library & 


Community Center 


Waster Water Treatment Plant 


Vehicle Storage & 
Maintenance Bldg. 


Police & Fire Station 


Municipalities 


City of Kecgo 


Lathrup Village 


cipal Building 


Madison Heights 
City Hall 


Library 


9,600 


jee Station 4,300 


Senior Citizen Recreation 
Center Presen 16,682 3s 397 


City of Muskegon 


Muskegon Mall (New) 


Cl.y Wall (New) 


(cont.): 


City of Norton Shores 


Fire Station :1 
Garage Addition #2 


Branch Library 1974 
-chitectural Hardware 


Mona Lake Park Pavilion Not completed 


City of Souch Haven 


City Hall 


of Three Rivers 
Southwest 


Hontetpal #tullding 


City of Warren 


Transfer Station 


per Association, I 


Water Rivisior Garage Rae : ; 
§ Clair Shores, Mi. 


ountics: 


Allegan County 
Allegan, Mi. 


Court House & Jai’ 
Medical Care Facility 


County Office Building 


Cheboyyan County 
Cheboygan, ML. 


County Building 


Conesce County 
Kiiot, Hi. 


County Gov't. Center 
(Vhase L & Il) 


County Gov't. Center 
(Phase IIL) 


Huron County 
ad Axe, ML. 


Gounty Detention Building 


Court House 


1969 


[ttner-Wiechmann Co. 


Flint 


inn Co. 


Allen Supply Co. 


Saginaw 


& 


Sterling Dourware Co. 


Lansing 


850,719 


747,798 


124, 300 


1,221,307 


17,840 
(incl. hollow metal , 


doors 


4,753 


49,158 


10,500 


Counties (cont. 


Leelanau County 


Leland, Mi. 


County Jail 
County 


County Courthouse 
y 


Luce County 


Newberry, Mi. 


County-Village : 
Government Building 15 verse City 91,841] 6,000 


Oyecmiw County 
Weert Srainel Mi, 
vetroit Sterling 


New Courlhouse ] Der o3 


St. Joseph County 
Centreville, Mi. 
fanufacturis 


Social Service Building 1972 mMalesburg, Illinoi 


New Courts Building (not completed) 


Alpena Housing 
_ Alpena, Mi. 


Riverview Apartmen 


Coldwater Housing 
Coldwater, Mi. 


Englewood Elderly Housing 


Gorumna City Building 
Authority, Corunna, Mi. 


New Municipal Building 


Wighland Park Housing Comm'n 
Hipltand Park, Mi. 


Manor 


Saginaw Housing Comm'n 
Sayinaw, Mi. 


Low Rent Housing Project 


Low Rent Housing Project 


Sault Ste. Marie Housing Comm'n 


sault Ste. Marie, Mi. 


Senior Housing 


Low Income Housing 


1955 


1960 


101,335 


2,000,000 


1,892,400 


1,417,986 


1,198,261 


1,434,419 


Housing Commis 


South Haven Housing Comm'n 


South Haven, Mi. 
1. Public Housing 
liarbor Vi 


turpis Housing Co 


<x 
Sturgis, Mi. 
ina] 


Maple Towers Apartments 
for the Elderly 


2,447 
(incl. beth acces- 
sories) 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


School Districts: 


Almopvt Community 
Almont, Mi. 


Elementary School Add' 


Fleumentary & High School 
P & 
Add . n 


Elementary & High School 

Add'n 457,123 
Klementary Relocatable 

Modular Six Classroom 

Unit 91,962 
Four-Classroom Addition 


to 1970 Modular Unit 57,494 


Alpena Public Schools 
Alpena, Mi. 


links Elementary School 
Gordon Elementary School 


Alpena High School - 
Cafeteria Add'n 119,867 
Alpena High School - 


Addition #3 166,912 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 
School Dis csicts (cont.): 


Alpena Public Schools (cont.) 
Alpena, Mi. 


Al pc na High School - 
Addition #1 (Gym) 


Alpena High School - 


Music Wing 


Ella Wiite Llementary 
School 


Wilson Elementary School 


Ella White Elementary 


School = Add'n #1 146,799 1,100 


Alpona High School - 
Muste Bublding 1957 60,028 1,400 


Besser Elementary School 1957 4,500 
Ossineke Elementary School 1958 
Sanborn School Add'n 1959 


Gordow Elementary School 
Adki'n 


Wilson Elementary School 
Add'n 1959 


Long Rapids School 1959 


COST OF 


FINISH HARDWARE 


School Districts (cont.): 


Alpena Public Schools (cont.) 
Alpena, Mi. 


Sanborn Elementary School 


Green Elementary School 3, 300 


links Elementary School - 
Add'n 500 


Maple Ridge School 3,300 


klla White Elomentary 
School Addition #2 106,020 2,267 


Alpena UWigh School 
‘ ‘ en 
Stafr Ene lLosures 33,250 


Alpena Ulph Sehool 
2nd Floor Add'n 68,991] 


Alpena High School 
Swimning Pool 104, 343 


Alpena itligh School - 
vortable Classrooms (6) 59,332 


fessor Klementary School 
conversion to Junior . 
Uigh School oaginaw 206, 300 


School District (cont.): 


Alpena Public Schools (cont. ) 
Alpena, Mi. 


Besser Museum 1966 


Cordon Elementary Schooi - 
Addition #2 2,000 


links Elementary School - 
Addition 1966 75,031 2,000 


horn Elementary School - 
ldition 1966 61, °43 1,800 


Lincoln Elementary School - 
Addit ton 1967 149,374 2,957 


Oxbow School 1968 ae 
S55. ae 
Long Rapids School - 
Addition 


Green Blementary School - 
Addition 1,260 


Maple Ridge Elementary 
School - Addition 1968 900 


Alpena Sr. High School 1968 35,000 


School Districts (cont.): 
Alpena Public Schools (cont.) 
Alpena, Mi. 


Sunset Elementary School 


S‘edford Public Schools 


Temperance, Mi. 
bedford School District 
#10 - Fractional Add'n #1 


Bedford School District 
#10 - Franctional Add'n #2 


hedford Jr. Wigh School 


& 


School - 
Add'n #] 


c 


Flementary School Building 


Sedford School District 
H10 = Add'n #3; and 
Elementary School - 
Add'n #L 


Jackman Road Elementary 


Jackman Road Elementary 
Add'n #1 


320,855 5,000 


125,331 3,500 


159 QS 
159,995 5,000 


197,500 6,000 


166, 342 5,000 


216,705 


119,600 


331,921 10,000 


School Districts (cont.): 


Bedford Public Schools (cont 
Temperance, Mi. 


3edford Senior High 


2 


Redford Junior Higa School 


Smith Road Elementatr chool 


Bus Garage 


lackman Road Elementary, 

tral Elementary, and 
perege] Road Elementary 
ee 


Kelding, Area Schools 


Belding, Mi. 


Gratten Elementary 
Add'n 


KlLis School - Add'n 


Oi teans Elementary Scnool - 
Add'n 


1,325,148 


1,487,400 


639,849 


129,106 


355,480 
(incl. M&E) 


cost 


PROJ l {= AND 4 RESS I , CONSTRUCi2 
School Dist ricts (cont 8 
Nelding Area Schools 
Belding, Mi. 
rmin & Co. $ 680,830 9,300 
$ (incl. MSE) 


Orchard Hills Elementary 

School - New 1975 Gt Ray >. Bhs 5 
HM 3,006,826 41,202 
(incl. M&E) 


telding High School - New 


< 
ron : 
™ Buena Vista School District 
s © Saginaw, Mi. 
Ricker Junior High School 19 et lata 
ticker Junior High ochoo 95 ; c 
Lick« gh Sc Enawi, Bi 472,939 4,500 
- + 7 i 
lieury A. Doerr School 19 203, 802 3.025 
; 203,802 »025 
tien Vista High School 1959 me 
; oe? hig Savinaw, Mi 755,800 13,750 
licury A. Doerr School - Allen Supply Co. 
Add'n 1960 f inaw, Mi. 56,800 500 
Towerlodge School (now Allen pply Co. c 
1961 Saginaw, Mi. 182,200 7,579 


Paul L. Koeltzow School) 


ttower lodge School - 


Add’ in 


NVHS Vocational Center 
(now Joseph Barr Vocational Allen Supply Co. 
Center) - Add'n & Alterations 


233,336 1,500 


1964 Sag 


Scho@l Districts (cont.): 


Buena Vista School District (cont.) 


Saginaw, Mi. 
Ricker Elemer 
Multi-Purpose 


Kitchen 


Charles F. Brunkow School 


BVHS Vocational Center (now 
Joseph Barr Vocational Center) - 
Athletic Field Facilities 


Buss Carape 
Administration Building 


Kicker Junior High School - 
Add'n 


BVIIS Vocational Center - 
Office Remodeling 


bus Garage - Add'n 
Aicher A. Claytor School 


Administration Building 
Kemodcling 


107,809 2,200 


317,711 8,407 


127,300 


321,756 


35,430 


551,175 


27,446 


ucna Vv 


Saginaw, 


BVIIS Vocational nter 
loneph Barr Vocational 


Cer ter) - Courtyard Remodeling 


BVUS Vocational 


byron 
byron, 


Byron Middle S« 


Caledonta Community Schools 
Caledonia. Mi. 


Senior High School 


Ke tle Lake Elementary 


School Districts (cont.): 


Camden-Frontier School 
Camden. Mi. 


Agriculture 
Caro Community 
Caro, Mi. 
Caro High School - Add'n 


McCom) Elementary School 


Pa 


Caro High School - 


Vublic Sch 


City High School 


Charlevoix Public Schools 
Charlevoix, Mi. 


Charlevoix High School 


{ 


Charlevola Elementary 


603,062 


1, 361, 300 


choc) 


Clawson 
Clawson, 


\ 
hil. 


Kenwood Elen 
Add'n 


uwood Elementary School - 


MacDonald Elementary 


School 


Kenwood 


Add i 


Parkland Elementary School 


Nant A, Schalm Elementary 


whool 


Paul A. Schalm School - 
Add'n 


COST OF 


FINISH HARDW 


School 


Clawson Public 
Clawson, Mi. 


860 


3,950 


Lyle Eh. Baker Elementary School 25,000 
5, 06 


Clawson High School - 
A‘d'n 


8,900 


uction, Inc. 


thro 


Add'n 


ving lon 


Farmington High 
Add'n #1 


Eagle Elementary School 


School]. 


ton 
Con 


Farmington, 


Kenbrook Elementary School 


Farmtuyton Jr. High School - 
Add'n #2 


Sc hool - 


Elementary 


Administration Service 


Farmington Jr. High School - 
Rehabilitation 


wadow Elementary 


Gill Elementary School - 
Add'n #2 


7 \I 
ry 
De chool Districts (cont.): 
i 
Pe ° : D..k1 , } 
‘yg Farmington Public Schools (cont.) 
( ue 


Farmington, Mi. 


<> 


North Farmington High 


5 School - Add'n #1 1965 $ $ 441,055 8,800 
y Maintenance Building Lot 56,250 
Bast: iy h School - 
< os mee ada Pp 
ony Add'n #1 1965 373,785 5,700 
wT 
We) 
Bond Elementary School - ; 
Add'n #4 1965 me 130,496 $5775 
roit, 
oa 
Larkshire Elementary troit Sterlin re re 
chool 1965 Yetroit, Mi 407,584 9,840 
HiddlebeLlt Elementary School - Detroit Sterling Har re 
Add'n #3 1966 roit, Ni. 107,235 
Fairview Elementary ketroit Sterling Hardware 
School 1966 Detroit, Mi. 346,770 8,624 
Administration Building - troit Sterling !! ire 
Add'n #1 1967 Detroit, Mi. 209,194 2,777 
Vo,est NLementary School 1967 394,427 
| High Sct i 1968 Detroit Sterling ar are 
. ‘ower JY, sm OCchoo Te) J “A 
; mS Detroit, Mi. 792,297 
Yarmington High School -— Detroit Sterling this ire 


,900 


Loe) 
w 


Add'n #3 1969 bigeoic, Mi. 1 ee Pa | 2 


School 


Farmington Publ 


Farmington, Mi. 


Farmingt 


20,000 


lementary School - 


Wooddale Elementary School - I 
Add'n #2 72 Det r Mi. 84,615 


615 


31,179 


68,569 


68,569 


Mound Park Elementary - 


Add'n 


Kitzperald UWigh School - 
Kuss Garage Add'n & Field \ R. Burns Wa me 
llouse Alteration Jetroit 40, 340 


af 
ool 


Mechanics Bldg. 


Schoo] 


Frankenmuth School 


Frankenmuth, Mi. 


. Even 


wool 


ake Jr./Sr. 


Grosse Pointe Public Schools 


Grooae Ponte, ML. 


Grosse Polute High 
School = North 


School Di 


Harper Crecl 
Battle Creek, 


1 


(incl. millwork 
& rough carpentry) 


iry, and 

Sr. High : ee a is 
26,0 icl. millwor 

Add'ns ) (inc k) 


Kellogysville Public Schools 
Giamd Rapids, Mi. 


Wiyl School - Add'n 


Brookws 
A id'n 


Mast Kentwood High School - 
Add'n 


14,680 


hore High 


Lake Shore High 
Add'n 


Lake Shore High School 
Awlitorium 


10,620 


9,100 


Add 'y 
Edmonson 
Add'ns 
Sixma Element ry School - 
: ne 
i 
chool - 


Remodeling 19 ? oi Mi. : 16,500 


Lamphere High School 
add'n & Remodeling ] oit, M h ) 52,000 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWAR 


School 


tion to 


Fuller St. 


Public Schools 


Mi. 


10,800 


Aurelius 
School 3,800 
Mason High School 

Swimming Pool 1,700 
Mason High School - 

Add'n 


Nason Jr. High School - 


Fire Safety Renovations 
Mason Jr. High School - 


1,621,018 


PROJECT 


School Di: 


Mason Public Sch 


Mason, Mi. 
‘ulti-Purpose 


Mason High School 
Alterations & 


Mason High School 


Fire Restoration 


Mt. Clemens Community Scho 
District, Mount Clemens, 


Christfan Clemens Elementary 
re haad 


wmiuole Hills Elementary 


School 


Seminole Elementary 
School = Add'n 


(con 


Mount Clemens 


Alexande facor School - 


Ade] 


ntary/ 
be on Elem 
School 


Christian Clem 


School - 


te Wills 


Alexander 
Add'n 


Wilson & Lincoln Elemen- 
tary Schools - Add'ns 


‘stde Elementary School 


Semlnole tills Elementary 
School - Add'n #3 


District 


Mount ] 


5,115 
(incl. rough) 


2,420 


“» 


t. Clemens High 
Add'n 


it ian Clemens Elem 


chool - Add'n 


Mt. Clemens Public 
Library 


liigh School - 


Jr. High 


North Huron Schoo 
Kinde, Mi. 


School - 


Kinde High School - 
Add'n : 3,000 


School Bistricts (cont.): 


Nortt Huron Schools (cont.) 
Kinde, Mi. 


Kinde Elementary School 
Northwest School District 
Jackson, 


Northwest Rural Ag. High 


Schoot 


Northwest Rural Ag. High 
School - Add’ 


Flora List Elementary 
fefool 


Northwest Administration Bld 


Parnall Elementary School 


Northwest High School 


Northwest Jr. High School - 
ane Room Add'n 


Northvest Middle School 


Pleasant Lake Elementary 
School - Add'n 


o 
Le 


170,000 


533,406 


624,290 


698,715 


129,436 


725,173 


210,674 


COST OF 


FINISH HARDWARE 


5,500 


4,308 


7,500 


2,000 


35,700 


2,950 


27 ,200 


PR 


School Districts (cont.): 


Oakridye Public Schools 
Muskegon, Mi. 


Oakridge High School 


Onckama Consolidated Schools 


Onekama High School - 
Add'n 


Ontonapson Area Schools 


Ontonapon, Mi. 


Greenland-Mass Elementary "B", 
Rockland Elementary "D", and 
Ontonapon Elementary "Cc" 


chool Buildings 


Ontonagon Area High School - 


School Building 1968 


Owendale-Gagetown Schools 
Owendale, Mi. 


Owendale-Gagetown Elementary 
Hehools = Add'ns 


712,000 


365,000 


214,967 


F 


NIS} 


Districts (cont.): 


Posen Consolidated School 
District #9, Posen, Mi. 


Posen Consolidated School 1957 251,98 


Posen Consolidated 


Add’ n P t Pty tt oe 90,395 


Ravenna Public 


Ravenna, Mi. 


Ravenna High School 5 : 
590,621 


Ravenna High School Add' 


59,770 


ronna Middle School 


1,013,236 
Ravenna Elementary School - 
Remodeling 
Redford Union Schools 


Detroit, Mi. 


Stuckey & Bulman Schools - 1,895 
Add' nus 359,611 (All Hardware) 


Stuckey & Bulman Schools - 1,047 
Add'n #2 118,993 (All Hardware) 


School Di 


$ $ 


666A 


~ 


er Elementary School - 


Voluey Smith School - 


Redford Union High School - 


$ 1,920 
7,949 

(All Hardware) 
4,300 


(All Hardware) 


1,742 


44 


(All Hardware) 


3, 000 
(All Hardware) 


7,140 
(All Hardware) 


4,181 
(All Hardware) 


School Di 


Redford Unior 
Detroit, ML. 


Wilbert Jr. 


Alterations 


Reed City 
Reed City, 


Reed City High School (New) 
and Existing High School - 
Remodeling 


$ 13,000 
(All Hardware 


12,000 
(All Hardware) 


820, 50u 


COST 
PINISH 


LWic 


5,700 


12,637 


School 


Maple Valle Elementary 


School =- Ad 


ihouek Public hools 
sibeek, Mi. 


Saugatuck High School 1974 ; LR s, Mi. 1,513,930 


School District 


Suttons Bay Public 


Suttons Bay, Mi. 


euttons 
stitute 


rrenton Publ ie 


Trenton, Mi. 


Hedk« 


rienton igh 


Add'n - 


0, Owen School 


Trenton High School - 
Auditorium Addition 


152,400 


‘ISH HARDWARE 


10,000 


COST OF COST OF 
oN GENERAL WOR! FINISH HARDWARE 


PROJECT 


School Districts (cont.) 


Trenton Public Schools (cont.) 
Trenton, Mi. 


Trenton High School 
Add'n 


R.C. Hedke Elementary Detre Sterling Har 
School - Add'n 1959 Detroi Mi. 154,038 


+0. Owen School - 


Add'n 195! Detroit, Mi. 81,345 


Slocum Truax School - 
Remodeling 19,875 


'.1.. Anderson School - 
Add'n 


-1. Gwen School - 


Addl'n Detroi Mi. 41,872 


Slocum Truax School - 
Add'n Detroj Mi. 541,000 


Anderson School - Det I 
Add'n Detroi Mi. 81,79 


Vienton iHigh School - mtractors Hardware 
Add'n etroit, Mil. 88,940 2,400 


G.E. Strohm School - wang ; 5 
AdA'tn 58,968 1,400 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


Trenton Public 
Trenton, Mi. 


Foley 

Add' 82,940 
Serviee Building 

Remodeling 62,065 
Foley Elementary 

Add'n 


Taylor School 


Strohm School - 


Wieh School - 


36,911 


Slocum Truax Middle School - 
Add'n 


Monguagon Middle School 


Wn. ©, Taylor School - 
Add'n 


639,850 


Untonville-Sebewaing Area 
Schools, Sebewaing, Mi. 
Unionville Elementary 


School - Add'n 


Utica Community Schools 
Utica, Mi. 
N 
tw 
Oo 


Lica High School - 
Remodeling 
2,500 
Utica High School - 
Libs 
3,000 
School - 


5,220 


Eisenhower High School 


73,136 


Ford It High School r terling Ha 
(South Sr. High School) )7 | 5G, SEE, 73,115 


George F. Roberts Elementary Detre eleriing, laraw 
Sehood Detr Mi. 9,272 


Crore F, Roberts Elementary I Ster! lia 
School - Add'n Det ii. 1,684 


Piumbrook Elementary School - 
Add'n 


2,392 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


School 


Ut ic 


mentary School 


Elementary) 


mentary School 


Havel Elementary School 


Stevenson High School 
(Adlai E.) 


otevenson High School - 
wWluulng Pool 


School 


Ut ic 
Utic 


Sterling 


Remodeling 972 Det fe, Mi 5 4,000 


Eppler Jr. 


1 ' 
Add'n 


Gibbing Elementary 


Mapgahay Elem 


Monfort Elem 


Oakbrook 


Dekeyser Llem ntary School 


Crissman Elementary School 


Walsh Elementary 


Collins Llementary 


well Elementary School - 
Research Center Add'n 


PROJ! r 


School Districts 


Utica Elen 


Utica Community Schools 


Warchouse 


Auburnshire Elementary - 
arch Center 


Auburnshire Elementary - 
Add'n 


ntary School - 


Center 


n Elementary School - 


arch Center 


lerden Elementary School - 
Add’ n 


Wiley Elementary Sch 
Resarch Center 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


670 


890 


Remodeling ia e , 890 


Switzer Elementary 


3,500 


3,500 


0] 


26,000 


Malow High School 


29,000 


Shelby Jr. High School - 
Remodeling 


lroosportation - 
Maintenance Bldg. Add'n 


oan COST OF 
PROJ RSS ONSEN N ; ALL CONSTRUCTION GENERAL WORK FINISH HARDWARE 


School Districts (cont.): 


Walled Lake Consolidated 
Schools, Walled Lake, Mi. 


Walled Lake Elementary Detroit, Ai. 109,790 


Commerce Elementary Detroi t Ling irdware ° erat 
School - Add'n troit, Mi. 32,710 


Unton Lake Elementary Detroit § y Hardwear bo 
School - Add'n j I eit $s 81,680 


Wixom Elementary School - 
Add'n 


Waiicd Lake Elementary 
Sehaol - Add'n 


ubtin Elementary School - 
Add'n 


Walled Lake Central High 

School 1 ty NE. 879,440 
Twin Beach Elementary rl Iwan 

School Mi. 250,000 
Commerce Elementary School 


Add'n . ( Part & 116,285 


Walled Lake Elementary ng, Hard 
School - Add'n I Mi. 22,958 


COST OF 


soko eS Aa ALL ICT ION GENERAL WORK FINISH HARDWARE 
PROJECT _NAME_AND A CONSTRUCTION sto ——— eee eet 


School Districts (cont.): 


Walled Lake Consolidated 
Schools, Walled Lake, Mi. 


Glengary Elementary School - | roi ire ‘ 
Add'n letroit, Mi. 149,679 3,000 


Walled Lake Central - ter Uardware 
Add'n De i ti. 215,144 2,000 


Twin Beach Elementary - oun Gt rrdwar , 
Add'n Detroit, Mi. 50,984 600 


Necker Elementary School 242.100 6,480 
24a, , 


Dublin Elementary School - it Sterli wan ° 
Add'n etroit, Mi. 161,091 2,884 


Decker Elementary School - 
Add'n 


Commerce Elementary School - troit Sterl lwat : 
Add'n Detroi Mi. 139,417 


Twin Beach Elementary - letroit Sterl re 
Add'n elroit ib 88,683 
Walled Lake Jr. High School - 


Kennovation 


Walled Lake Central - Detroit Ster irdw oe 
Add'n Detroit, Mi. 151,297 


School Districts (cont.): 


Walled Lake Consolidated 
Schools, Walled Lake, Mi. 


Clifford H. Smart Jr. High Det 


School 1960 Detroit, Mi. $ $ 737,156 
C.H. Smart Jr. High School - Detroit Sterling Hardware Co 
Add'n 1961 tr t, Mi. 138, 00¢ 
Unie Lake Elementary - t li (arco Co, 
‘© Ade on L961 ketroit, Mi. 166, 335 
keftth Elementary School 1964 aah } ified 
( . Elementary Schoo 964 ' He ies 262,475 
Gleogary Elementary School - Detroit terlines Hard e Co. 
Add'ny 1964 JeLroit, Mi. 168, 350 
Wixom Elementary School - Detroit Sterling | wire Co 
dd'n 1964 tc, 223,661 
Walled jake Central - Detroit St | « Co 
Add'n 1964 Detroit, 201,000 


‘ etroit Sterling Hardware Co. 
Auministration Building 1964 d é - 
1964 


Uxfon Lake Elementary School - 
Add'n 


4,922 


8,500 


COST OF 
FINISH HA 


COST OF 


School Districts (cont.): 


Walled Lake Consolidated 
Schools, Walled Lake, M (cont.) 


24,400 


Elementary School - 


Walled Lake Elementary - 


Oakley Park Elementary 


Schocl 10,631 


Loon Lake Elementary School 12,400 
’ 


Walled Lake Western Senior High 
eter] 


49,642 
Twin Sun School - 


Special Education 114,143 


MICHIGAN - APPENDIX 


PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS 


School Districts (cont.): 


Walled Lake Consolidated 
Schools, Walled Lake, Mi. (cont.) 


Wixom Elementary School - 
Add'n 


Walled Lake Jr. High 
School - Rennovation 


Southwest Oakland Vocational Detroit rl Leva 
Education Center 97 . Detroit, Mi. 846,970 


Detroit Ste i Hardware 


he 4) poner ~~ Gal 59° 
faple Elementary School Detroit, Mi 592,034 


Detroit Steer] Hardware 
Detroit, Mi. 198,441 


Outdoor Education Center 


Warren Consolidated Schools 
Warren, Mi. 


futcher J igh Sct 
Butcher Jr. High School 19,000 
Butcher Jr. High School Cam ii vel 

Add'n #1 Detroit, Mi. 173,791 8,210 


Gamalski 


We nie ‘ i ] - 
wtnig Jr. High School Detroit, Mi. 659,698 18,500 


Hartsig Jr. High School Gamalski Hardware 
Add'n #1 Detroit, Mi. 179,250 8,140 


(cont.): 


Warren Consolidated Schools 
Warren, Mi. (cont.) 


Rockwell Elementary 
School 


Shepard Elementar 


School 


Shepard Elementary 
School - Add'n #1 


South Elementary School - 
Add'n { 182,579 


pouth Elementary School - 
Add'n #2 1960 170,218 


South Elementary School - 
Add'n #3 259,000 
Ganal 


Warner Elementary School - Sieerest 
PAS ‘ . 


Wat Elementary School - 
Avu'in #1 


Warner Elem..tary School - na < dwar 
Add'n #2 varren, Mi. 134,486 


Melby Jr. High School 


Detroit, Mi. 878,319 


Schoo] Districts (ce 
Warren Cons 
Warren, Mi. 


Marshall 
Marsnall Elementa 


Add'n #1 


Marshall Elementary Sc 
Add'n #2 


Marshall Elementary School - 
Add'n #3 395 
Administration Building 1,790 


Adm(nistration Building 


Add'n #1 4,416 


Bever Elementary School 


Bever Elementary School - 
Add'n #1 


Bever Elementary School - 
Add'n #2 


ever Elementary School - 
Add'n 3 


Holland Elewentary School 


PROJEC 


L 


School Districts (cont.): 


Warren Consolidated § 
Warren, Mi. (cont.) 


Holland I School - oi i ) ‘ 
Add'a #1 1967 . be $ 38, 301 


Siersma Elementary School pred i 383,660 


Slersma Elementary School - ‘ a8 aie i harcdyire oO. 
Add'n #1 6 Detroit. Mi. 109, 236 


Weber Elementary School 288,667 


Weber Elementary School - 
Add'n #1 


leer Jr. High School 
Black Elementary School 


Black Elementary School - 
Add'n #1 


Black Elementary School - 
Add'n #2 


Gamalsk 


ee { Sc 
Catter Jr. High School Warron, 


eremie Elementary School 


FINISH IA} 


COST OF 


32,825 


School Districts (cont.): 


Warren Consolidated Schools 
Warren, Mi, (cont.) 


Cromic Elementary School - 
Add'n #1 


Cromie Elementary School - 
Add'n #2 


Frost Elementary School 


Frost Elementary School 
Add'n #1 


Frost Elementary School 
Add'n #2 183,619 


Frost Elementary School 
Add'n #3 


Hesse Elementary 338,140 
Hesse Elementary 
Add'n #1 96,293 


Hers Klementary 
Add'n #2 94,900 


Sterling Hardware Co. 


Angus Elementary Schox Mi. 696,827 


cost JF 


FINISH FARDWARE 


School Nistricts (cont.): 


Warren Consolidated Schools 
Warren, Mi. (cont.) 


Fillmore Elemertary School 96° | roit, Mi. S 47, 89( & 273203 
Grissom Jr. High School 


34,322 


Haitema Elementary School 


14, 206 


Nattema Elementary School - 
Add'n #1 3,478 
HNatherly Elementary School 18,747 


Pearl Lean Elementary 


hese 20,000 


Pearl Lean Elementary 
School - Add'n #1 4,100 
Pearl Lean Elementary 

School - Add'n #2 1969 


Dee Ft nee w & O6E , A 
Susick Elementary School 1966 Detroit. ik, 290, 313 


ctrott 


‘untek Elementary School - Detro 
Add'n #1 Detro 


it 
it 


253,622 


COST OF 


FINISi= HARDWARE 


School Districts (cont.): 


Warren Consolidated Schools 
Warren, Mi. (cont.) 


Wilde Elementary 


Wilde Elementary 
Add'n #1 


Wilde Elementary 
Add'n #2 


Wilkerson Elementary 


School 


Fuhrmann Jr. High 


uhbrmonn Jr. High 
Add'n #1 


Fuhrmann Jr. High School 
Add'’n #2 
ACG 1 #2 


Furhmann Jr. High School Detroit rohit i 1 0. 2,650 


Add'n #3 


(Incl. Rinke Elem.) 
Rinke E] mentary School 


lementary School - 


Rinke Elementary School - 
Add'n #2 964 101,056 


PROJECT NAME. 


School Districts (cont.): 


Warren Consolidated Scl 
Warren, Mi. (cont.) 
2,650 


(Incl. Fuhrmann) 


Green Acres Elementary School 58 oy ; 49.3] 5,000 


Green : 


School - Add'n 


Green Acres Elementary 


saat 
School - Add'n 
North El 

P ' #9 

Kd #2 

Bars 


North Elemer 
Add'n #3 


Harwood Elementary School 


Maple Lane Elementary 
hehoo| 


Pennow Elementary School 


Pennow Elementary School - 
Add'n #1 


od Elementary 


Willow Wo 
School 


Carletor - High School 


Count y 
Joerss 


Murthum Elementary School 
Add'n #2 


1 


Educattona 


Flynn Jr. 


Watton High sc 
Add'n #3 


Warren High School 
Add'n #4 (Auto Shop) 


PROJECT NAM AND J FINISH HARDWARE 


School Districts (cont.): 


Warren Consolidated Schools 
Warren, Mi. (cont.) 


Cousino Sr. High School 2 Mt. Clemer Mi. $ 49,607 23,750 


Cousino Sr. High School Nobis ny Hes 
Add'n #1 (Pool) Mc. Clemens, Mi. 47, 84 2,186 


Cousino § High School lar ’ ymIpany 
Add'n # mingham, Mi. 34,04 9,450 


Cousino Sr. High School Mu 1] rawr pa 
Add'n #3 3 Birmingham, Mi. 53,000 9,880 


Cousino Sr. High School 
Add'n #4 (Auto Shop) } Detroit, Mi. 75,079 5,000 


High School 


1,386,015 26,100 


Mott Sr. High School ~ Vel. Dane ) Inc. 

Add'n #1 l'roy, ML. 361,000 9,137 
Mott Sr. High School - | ‘ rling Hai 

Add'n #2 (Pool) Detroit, Mi. 438 : 4,856 


Mott Sr. High School - vit erling Hay 
Add'n #4 (Auto Shop) Det re Mi. 5,000 


Thorpe Elementary School 


Thorpe Elementary School - 
Add'n #1 r 
8,500 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWAT 


School Distr ii ts 


Wayland Union 
Wayland, Mi. 


Baker Elementary School 


Steeby Elementary School (N 
and Baker Elementary 
Sehool (Add'n) 


Wayland High School 97 Cr 7 5 25,695 


Baker Elementary, Dorr 
Kleomentary and Moline 
klementary Schools - Add'ns; 
Middle School - Gym 


Institutions o 


Alpena 


4,310 


13,000 


1,400 


ry tid ij ° 
y Building 


Natural Resource Center 
Bay de Noc Community Col 
Escanaba, Mi. 


tte atdonal Facility - 
Classrooms, Labs 


Catherine Bonifas Bldg. 196° ats Ho a( 94 4,900 


to Centt fi ig, University 
Mt ? 


Building, Maintenance - 


Replacement Lock Hardware 


Building Maintenance - 


Replacement Lock Hardware 


Eastern Michigan University 
Ypsilanti, Mi. 


Strong Science Building 


37,000 


Dorm Complex #2 


Remode li 


velt Remodeling 


Institutions o 


Ferris St 
Bij; Rapi 


Garage Building, 
Heating & Maintenance 


Masselink Commons, Dormitory, 
Food Commons & Student Center 


ls}Jen Gillespie Ferris Hall 
Married Housing A-K 


setence Building 


bo 


trades and Industrial Bldg. 2,948 


Vandercook & 16,150 


Hallisy Hal] 9,350 
Student Center Building 


hivank Johnson Hall 


Married Student Apts. 
L, M. N. 0, P 


Inst ltuttons 


; of Higher 


Ferris State College (cont.) 


Big 


Mi. 
Student Health Buil 


Student Center Bld 
Add'n 


Clark Mall 


Classroom, Auditorium & 
Office Buiidings 


Dorms 9 & 10 (Travis & Merrill) 


(Brophy & 


Ward and Miller Hall 


Physical Education Bldg. 


Dorms 15 & 16 (Taggart & 
Viekeli) 


Dorms 17 & 18 (Puterbaugh & 
llenderson) and Heating Plant 


1964-66 


1,640,614 


1,776, 303 


14,700 


24,200 


21,097 


2,300 


25,500 


8,200 


30,000 


31,000 


COST OF 
FINISH WARDWARE 


28,100 


Student Health Center Add'n 


Audio Visual Bldg. 


8,430 


Dorm #22 and 23 (Pennock & 


Cramer Halls) 19,500 


ve 


IARNUAD 
HARDWARE 


Ferris 
Big Rapids 


15,556 


Pharmacy 


25, 200 


lence Building - 


Remodeling 


Ice Arena Facility 


Nousing Maintenance 


Institutions of ll: 
Ferris State College 
Big Rapids, Mi. 

Housing Maintenance 
" " 

< 

“ 

°o " 

| se 

" , 
Lake Michigan College 


Benton Harbor, Mi 


, 
New Building 


New Building 


New Building 


19 
19° 
iJ 
1¢ 
19 
197 


os 
VLU 
$ : $ 573 
392 
63 
1,850 
‘ 65 
3,187 
ss ein, «ed 20.210 
I TWAT 
if 4,130,500 34,400 
L1, Ime 
; 1,446, 321 2,492 
. 


Institutions 


Michigan 
Houghton, 


18,000 


Daniell Heights - 
Add "nr I 


Library 


Wadsworth Hall - Add'n II 1965-66 


- 


Coed Phase I & Food Service 1965-67 > 
21,0u0 


ninistrati 


Student Dev 


Central Heating Plant 


nstitutions of Higher Fiucation (cont.) 


Monroe County Community College 


Monroe, Mi. 


Physical Plant - 
Phase One 


Physical Plant - 


Phase Two 


1 


Montcalm Community College 
Sidney, Mi. 


Vocational Building 


Academte Building, Learning 
B> & 


Center and Power Plant 


Academle Building 


Vocational Building - 
Add'n 


Northern Michigar University 
Margret te » Mi. 


'tactical & Fine Arts 
Classrooms 


West Science Building 


1966-67 


1968-69 


1970-71 


2,303,093 


197,480 


141,067 


1,428,75 


1,419, 346 


COST OF 


FINISH HARDWARE 


33, 300 


29,000 


HARDWARE 


Fducation (cont.): 


Northern Michigan University 
Marquctte, Mi. (cont. ) 


University Center - 

Add'n $ 1,028,775 
Learning Resources Center 2,349,452 
Instructional Facility 1,500,000 


Oakland Community College 
Bloomfield Wills, Mi. 


Madi uilding 


lostiuctional 
Highland Lak 


Instructional Build 


Auburn Hills Cam 1965-66 


Buildings A, B, C, D, E 
I’ & G - Orchard Ridge Campus 


nawyer Cottage - 


Clinton Valley Center 1967-68 


Sawyer Building - 
Clinton Valley Center 


Jakland 
Bloomfield 


15,000 


21,000 


11,000 


Highland 


udent Union 
Auburn Hills 


Milutenanee Building 


Orehard Ridge C: 


Classroom Building - 
Southeast Campus System 


COST OF 


HARDWARE 


stitutd ms of 


Oakland Cor 
Bloomfield 


ys for 
Orchard 


Sawyer Building - 


Clinton Valley Center 


WulJdings A, E, F & G = 
Auburn Hills Campus 


Building F - 
Auburn Hills Campus 


Administration 


Alterations 1962-63 Bir , : re 


Pryale House 1962-¢ ev as mpany 


Intramural Building 1964 vel t ! re Company 


Dormitory #4 1964 


COST OF 


HARDWARE 


Institut 


2,000 


2,330 


Health Center 6. 300 
6, 30¢ 


35,000 


Oakland Center - 


Remodeling & Add'n 


8,900 


FINISH 


25,700 


Auditorium 


26,410 


Health Services Ruilding 


1,434,714 11,900 


° : - : , 
Institut ions of Higher Educ 
“e Western Michigan University 
Kalamazoo, Mi. 
Physical Science Buildin 
and Office Facilitic:s 
Parkiag Strucure #1 
a McCracken Hall - 
2! Alterations & Add'n 
~ 
. Instructional Facility 
Stadium Drive Apartments - 
Phase IT 
Waldo Stadium = 
mprovements 
foore Hall - 
Renovation 
Recreation Building 


FINISH HARDWA 


MUCHIGAN 


Michigan State Agencies 


Department of Correcti 
Ionia, Mi. 


Michigan Training Unit - 
Fifth Housing Unit 


Department of 
Lansing, Mt. 


State Technical Institute 
Plainwell, Mi. 


Dormitory & Comm 


Bldg. 


Shop, Classroom & 
Bldg. Add'n 


Food Service Training 
Add'n 1970-71 


Health, Physical Therapy 
& Reereation Bldg. 1973-74 


836,400 


150,212 


157,044 


940,545 


COST OF 


FINISH HARDWARE 


24,800 


1,219 


1,036 


11,760 


Michigan 
Department of M 
Budget, Lansing, 


Management Division 


Lansing, Mi. 


Secretary 


Katon County 


Secondary 


Complex 


Volice Training 
(Dept. of State 
Laton County, 


Michigan State Indu 
(Dept. of Corrections) 


haved ion, Mi. (Maint. ) 


Muskegon Correctional Facility 
(Dept. of Corrections) 
Muskegon, Mi. (Maint.) 


1969-7 


296,200 


2,865,000 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


22,600 


Pret 
Piavi 


Michigan St 


Departme 
Budget, 


inton 

nt. of 
Pontiac, 
Clinton V: 
(Moint.) 


Hawthorne Center 
(Dept. of Mental He 
Northville, Mi. 


bovirnanazo 


Northville State 
(Dept. of Mental 
Northville, Mi. 


FINI 


1int.) 


Ypsilanti State Hospital 
(Dept. of Mental Health) 


Ypsilanti, Mi. (Maint.) 


Majntenauc 


Mai nance 


Maintenance 


Maintenance 


Maintenance 


Michigan 


Department 
Lansing, 


Cente 


Mt. | 


Hospital-A 
Building 


Unit for 


Miintenance Garage 
icility 


Dayroom Cottages 10, ll & 
12 - Add'ns 1967-68 (#10 only) 


> 
Michi 5 ( ( £.) 
ABLE MLD Sd 
Department of Menta] Health 
Lansing, Mi. ( tes 
Center for | vel cnt 
Mt. Pleasant, M ont 
Exist Buildings - 
Remodelin 1974]=Pre t ¢ ¢ 74 61) 
Ren Lins ] } > GS/4, 511 
< 
wo 
faa 
é ; : f 
(Clinton Valley Center (formerly 
Pontiac State Hospital) 
Pontiac, Mi. 
Nurses Home ] y 5 
- 320,606 
talf Building 1952 
: £15,909 
\ Childrens Unit 1966-68 : cn cape Fite 135.00 
Yet 1,035,000 
Power Plant Rehabilitation 1966-68 221,967 


Coldwater Community Health 
Center, Coldwater, Mi. 


Hospital Remodeling & Grand Ray ny, Ine 
Add'n 


11,800 


cosy OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


PROJECI 


State Agencies (cont.): 


Michigan 


Department of Mental Health 
Lansing. Mi. (cont.) 


Coldwater State Home & Training 
School, Coldwater, Mi. 


Physicians Residences 


; ' Milwau! 
Nursery Building #29 MM 
Milwauk: 


Detention Buildings # 
19 and 27 420, 000 


Farm Colony Building #23 
New Administration Bldg. #67 


Mhysteally Handicapped 
Kudlding #45 

: P P / Metal Products Co. 
Hospital Building #48 ree ee we 


Maintenance Shop & Garage 
Building #70 


Vocational Training Unit - Supply Company 
Nullding #50 1956-57 Kalam o, Mi. 220,873 


Custodial Buildings Bond Supply Co. 
# 5 and 6 1956-57 Kalamazoo, Mi. 1,200,480 


COST OF 


Department of Mcutal Health 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Coldwater State Home & Training 
School, Coldwater, Mi. (cont.) 


} 1 tree 1 ii yi re 
OENSEY Hatta Detroit, Mi. 149,900 $ 2,800 
(Incl. Doors 
and Frames) 


Single Resi 


Four Exit Doors - 
Fire Protection Project - 
Nursery Building #29 


Fireproof Stairways - 
Mire Protection Project - 
butldings 42 and 43 


Park Toilets - jond Supply 
Building #73 ? Kalamazoo 


, 


Nursery Building #29 
Add'ns 1962-63 


Fire Escape and Doors - 
rire Protection Project - 
Bullding #21 


Cost O1 
FIN LSI HARDWARE 


Michigan Sta 


Department 


Lansing, 


Coldwat ~s 
School 


Exterior Fire Exit Stai 
Fire Protection Projects 
Buildings 42 and 43 


Administration Building 

#67 - Add'n 240,018 
Mire Exit Stairs - 

Fire Protection Project - 

Ruildengs 42 and ¢ 1967-68 


Fire Protection Project - 
Building 48 
Various Buildings - 


Special Maintenance 


Vire Protection Project - 

Doors, Glass, Tile, etc. - 

Buildings 42 and 43 47,180 
Power Plant #61 - 

Remodel 649,827 


Michipan $ 


Department 


Lansing, Mi 


Coldwatc¢ 


School, 


Dt 1 


Medicaid Phase II - 
Bulldings 29 and 48 
Remodeling and Add'n 


Forensic Center 
Ann Arbor, Mi. 


Buildings C-6 
Remodeling 


WARE 


COST UI 
FINISH HARDWARE 


Michigan 


Department of Mental Health 
Lansing, Mi. (cont. ) 


Hawthorn 


Northville 


Research Building - 


Laboratory Add'n 


Day School 


Add'n 


Mental Facility - "E" Bldg. 


Remodeling and Repairs 


Mental Facility - "F" 
Rehabilitation 


Research Addition 


Main Building Addition 1968-69 


Michigan State / 


Department of Mental Health 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Hospital 
Ce nter) 


ation Building 


ores-Warchouse 


Lafayette Clinic 
Detroit, Mi. 


Neuropsychiatric 
Institute 


Neuropsychiatric 
Institute - Alterations 1956-57 


Clinic - Add'n 1965-68 


Fire Protection Project 1973-75 


1,962,800 


231,752 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


18,487 


730 


12,700 


5,500 


MICHIGAN 


cosy or 
FINISH HAKDWARE 


Department of Mental Health 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Muskegon Developmental. Center 
Muskegon, Mi. 


Muskegon Mental Health 
Center 2,107,958 
Muskegon Developmental 
Center - 200-Bed Add'n 


1,899,880 


Newberry State Hos? 
Newlhs rry, Mi. 


Patient Resi 


Remodel 


Infirmary 


Building - Patient 
Treatment and Residence 


School, Shop and Recrea- 
tion Building 


Detention Buildings 348,000 
Patient \esidence - 


Remodel Cottage B 145,426 


I ( COST OF 
PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS ZONSTRUCT ION ae STRUCTLON ENERAL WO! FINISU WARDWARE 


Michigan State Agencies (cont.): 


Department of Mental Health 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Newberry State Hospital 
Newberry, Mi. (cont.) 


Laundry 1964-65 122,000 


ady 


Pacient Residence - > ilard ; 
Remodel Cottage D 1964-65 196, 369 


Ferguson Hospital - abo dware S&S Mfg. 
Fire Protection Project 1970-71 , Wis. 35,286 


Patient Residence - 
Remodel Cottage E 


Patient Residence - 
Remodel Cottage F 


Patient Residence - 
Remodel Cottage Q 


Northville Residential Training 
Center, Northville, Mi. 


Installation of new lock 
system in newly organized se tehey & Company 
institution 


MICHIGAN - APPENDIX "A" 


Michigan State Agencies (cont.): 


Department of Nental Health 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Oakdale Center for Devclop- 
mental Disabilities, 


Lapeer, Mi. 


Maintenance 


Maintenance 


T27A 


Maintenance 


Maintenance 


MNiintenance 


Plymo.th Center For Human 
Development, Northville, Mi. 


Hospital Administration 
Building 


Heating Plant 


Single Residence 


Infirmary Building 


> & Da 


inn 


ton 


3 & 


-:~> 


cost OF 
FINISH HAKI 


1,537 


2,161 


365 


4,722 


4,188 


2,400 


8,400 


MIO. 


IGAN - APPENI 


Michigan State Agenci.s (cont.): 


Department of Mental Health 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Plymouth Center For Human 


NI 


Develonment, Northville, Mi. 


Custodial Building #1 


Custodial Building #2 


728A 


Stores & Food Service 
Building 


Building for Toddlers 
Building for the Blind 


l1intenance Building 
and Garage 


Out-Patier® Wing 


Motor Handicapped Building 


Kemodel Cottage 18 


Dental Clinic - 
Remodeling 


Convert Dairy Barn to 
Storage 


1963 


1966 


1966 


1966 


1966 


1967 


1965 


19“5 


1966 


Detroit Sterling Il 


Sterling Hardware Co. 


637,700 


647,400 


304, 000 


140,239 


236,900 


584,000 


38,690 


28,500 


11,614 


FINISH HARDWARE 


<> 


MICHIGAN - APPENDIX "A" 


Cost OFr 
FINISH WARDWARE 
Michigan State Agencies (cont.): 


Department of Mental Health 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Plymouth Center For Human 
Development, Northville, Mi. (cont.) 


Habilitation Unit 1967 


Storage Rooms - 
Renovation 


Reereation & Activitics 
Building 1969 


Classrooms & Manual Skills 1972 


Superintendent's Residence - 
Replace Fire Damage 


Traverse City State Hospital 
Traverse City, Mi. 


Cold Storage - Service 
Building 1951-1952 


Tuberculosis Hospital 1952-53 675,563 


Laundry Building 1955-56 187,849 


MICHIGAN - APPENDIX "A" 


cost OF 
FINISH MARDWARE, 


Department of Menta 
Lansing, Mi. 


Traverse City State Hospital 
) 


| 
Traverse City, Mi. (cont. 


Administration Building 397,804 


Central Section Building 
#50 1960-63 296,410 
Children's Unit (includ- 

ing Remodeling Cottages 

32 and 36) 


[lanti State Hospital 
silanti, Mi. 


Administration Building - 


Remodeling 308,569 


seo a ) ; Hardware, Inc. 
Chapel dé 24 ; : 118,395 


. Jol . hin Co, 
Aud Ltorium 336-3) ' 224,019 
» Mi. 224, 


Shop and Garage 


York Woods Center 


MICHICAN <= 


Michigan State Agencies (cont.): 


Department of Mental Iealth 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Ypsilanti State Hospital 
Ypsilanti, Mi. 


douse 


al Maintenance - 
New seying Systems 


" " " 


1970-75 


COST OF cost OF 
ALL CONSTRUCTION ENERAL WORK FINISH HARDWARE 


301,623 


pany, Inc. 


COST OF 


TINISU HARDWARE 


Department of Military Affairs 
Lansing, Mi. 


Alma Armory 
Alma, Mi. 


CadLlllac Armory 
Cadillac, Mi. 


Marquetvce Armory 
Marqrvette, Mi. 
Armory 
iver, Mi. 


Iron River 
R 


tron 


Detroit Light Guard Armory 
etroit, Mi. -57 Det t li. 1,544,345 


Karaya Armory und Wa & Supply 1,700 
Barapa, Mi. ] 57 Menominee, Mi. 243,919 (incl. rough) 


Sault Ste. Marie Armory oA. ! pany 
Sault Ste. Marie, Mi. ) Gran ri Mi. 404,247 3,008 


Lansing Headquarters tilder’s Hard 
Lansing, Mi. 1963-64 st ing, Mi. 1,081, 88 7,000 


Grand Valley Armory Meye1 Awi 10. , 
Grand Rapids, Mi. 1964-65 1! Rapids, Mi. 865,107 14,560 


SAMO AN annnTe 
NAME AND ADDRESS 


PROJECT 


Michigan State Agencies (cont.): 


ES Department of Military Affairs 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Greenville Armory 
Greenville, Mi. 


Port Huron Armory 
Port Huron, Mi. 


Manistique Armory 
Ministique, Mi. 


733A 


Pontiac Armory 
Pontiac, Mi. 
Lapeer Armory 
Lapeer, Mi. 


f Department of Natural Resources 
Lansing, Mi. 


Toilet-Shower Buziding - 
Higgins Lake So. 


Yollet-Shower Buildings - 
Tahquamenon Falls 


two Toilet-Shower Buildings - 


Young 


196 4-6 > 


1970-71 


1971-72 


1974-Present 


1966 


1966 


Is, $ 
Detroit Sterling Hardware Co. 
Detroit i 

Lal re & 

Green Bay, 

Russell Hardware Company 


Birmingham, Mi. 


Knoblock Hardware Company, Inc. 
Flint, Mi. 


288,815 


300,166 


375,352 


433,700 


473,374 


35, 200 


31,500 


Cost OF 
FINISIt HARDWARE 


$ 3,460 


2,730 


390 


750 


MICHICAN - 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


Michigan State Agencies 


» 


Department of Natural Resources 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Four Conc. & Toiiet Buildings - 
Mctamora-Hadley 


Toilet Building #2 - 
Waterloo 


Toilet Building - 
Sterling 


Equipment G 
Wakef Leld 


lotlet-Shower Buildings 
#l & 2 - Brighton 


Toilet-Shower Building - 
Algonac 


Toilet Building - 
Muskallonge Lake 


follet Building - 
Holly 


lleadquarters Building - 
Pontiac 


NLCHIGAN 


COST OF cost Ol 


ALL CONSTRUCTION ENERAL WORK FINISH HARDWARE 


Michigan State Agencies (cont.): 


Department of Natural Resources 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Toilet Building - 
Straits 


lollet Building - 
Rifle River 


Storage Building - Add'n - 
Gaylord 


Conc. & two Toilet Buildings - 
‘ ’ 6 te 
Pontiac Lake 143,360 


ec Building aad 
oul Lake 28, 786 


istrict Headquarters Building - 


linlay City 


Toilet-Shower Building - 
Sleeper 


Office Building - Add'n - 
Jackson 


toeilet-Shower Building - 
lake Gogebic 


Ficld Office & Garage - 
Alpena 


MICHIGAN - 


Al AR COST OF 
PROJECT NAME _AND ADDRESS CONSTRUCT 2h ALL_CONSTRU SENERAL_WORK FINISH MARDWARE 


Michigan State Agencies 


Department of Natural Resources 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Concession Building - 
Yankee Springs 8 5 104,661 


Concession Bathhouse Bldgs. - 
Bald Mountain 


Riding Stable - 
Highland 


Totlet-Shower Building - 
Cheboygan 


Contact Staton & Toilet 
Whelpess. — Hollame 


Concession Building - 
Warren Dunes 


Toilet-Shower Building - 
Pte. Mouillee 


foilet Building #2 - 
Strates OF 30,240 


Votlet-Shower Building - 
Muskepon 31,740 


Toilet Building - 
Sterling 32,474 


DATE 01 cost oF 
PROJECT NAME. DDRESS CONS ALI. SENERAL WORK FINISH HARDWARE 


Michigan State Ase 


Department of Natural 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Entrance & Toilet Building 


Hof fmaster 


Garage & Shop - 
Imlay City 


Fotlet-Shower Building - 
Petoskey 


» Shop & Entrance 
ings - Warren Dunes 


ssion & Entrance Building - 


43,000 
Office Building 
Yankee Springs ) 50,513 
lotlet Building 


Ni. Wiggins Lake 


lwo Toilet Buildings - 
Waterloo 


Garage, Office & Shop - 
Grand Haven 


cost Or 
FINISH_HARNWARE 


igan State As 
Department of Natural 
Lansing, Mi. 


Garage, Office and Sho; 
Cambridge 


lollet-Shower Building - 
Orchard Beach 


Bathhouse Conc. Building - 
Ortonville oe 
Activities Building - 
vroud Lake 1,450 
Building - 
) Falls 104,900 1,300 


Building Shelter - 
Marquette 1971 0,700 1,000 


Two Totlet-Shower Buildings 
lof fnaster 760 
Concession Building - 


, 
Plockney 


Hops ound 
Ladtogcon 
tSeachhouse A 
Warren Dunes 97 316,800 


cost or 
FINIS” HARDWARE 


igan State Apenci 
¥ ASAS Bi Lis. 


nt of Natural R 
>. Mi. (cont. ) 


Of fice/Carage 
Jackson 


Yoilet-Shower Building - 
Mitchell 


Maint. & Sor. Building - 
Marquette 


Beachhou 
McLain 


Rey lonal Office - Arch. - 
Ie mon 


ut. and two Toilet Bldgs. 
Van Buren 


Tollet Building - 
Ionia R.A. 


Toilet Building - 
Krimley- 72 35,875 
Movestry Equipment Bulding - 


Viatte River ] 11,590 


Visitor Center ~ 
Fayette 972 1,060 


Cust OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


Michgian State Agencies (cont): 


Department of Natural Resou 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Beachhousce 
W.J. Hayes 72 ° 110,00 


Phase Construction - 
Platte 


BReachhouse, Ent. & Toilet 
Bldgs. + Lakeport 972 242,800 


Garage Addition - 


ilay City 72 32,560 
71,736 

Viewtsant Rearing Facility - 

Dansville 


Regional Office - Arch. - 


Marquette 


Beachhouse - 


Mears 


Neachhouse < 
He fp hiton 


Toilet-Shower Building - 
S. Higgins Lake 


MNICILCAN 


PROJECT NAME AND ADDRESS CONSTRUCTION SUPPL TEI ALL CON ‘NERAL_ WORK 


Michigan State Agencies (cont.): 


Department of Natural Resources 
Lansing, Mi. (cont.) 


Toilet Building - 
Pinckney 45,700 
Yoilet & Entrance Building - 
Indian Lake 59,780 
Toilet-Shower Bldg. 
Burt Lake 47,800 
BReachhouse & Toilet 

Powers Lake 


Shooting Facilities - 
Mre. Moutllee 


lotlet Building - 
Rifle River 


Garage Addition 
Plainwell 


Tot{let Building 

Waterloo 45,957 
Weachhouse = 
hi ipphton 136,888 
scachhouse - 


Hoffmaster 150,506 


cost oF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


Bewabic 


Pheasant Rearing Buildings 


Bathhouse, Conc 


Shelter - Seven Lakes 


Toilet-s 


Muskallonge Lai 


rollet-Shower Building 


2 


stearits 


foilet-Shower Building 
Mess Hall - Sleeper 


196,500 


COST Ol 
FINISH HARDWARI 


Michigan State Agencies (cont 


Department of Natural Resources 
Lansing, M (cont.) 


Interpretive Center - 
Waterloo 


Nature Center - 
Proud Lake 


Michigan State 


rotectior 


modeling 


Cottage 


Unit - 


Cottage Unit "B" 
Add'n to Complex 


Cottage Unit "C" 
Adc'n to Complex 


963-64 


1963-64 


1964 


COST OF 
FINISH HARDWARE 


17,700 


cost OF 


FINISH HARIWARE 


‘n to Comp 


Maintenance 
Add'n to Complex 


Physical Education 
Add'n to Co 


TATA 


IN THE UNITED 


DISTRIC 


N M.D.L. DOCKET NO. 4 


uw 


LEE A 


Liaison for Plaintiffs 
H. LADDIE MONTAGUE, JR. 
Co-Liaison Counsel for Plaintrif: 


aQ 


748A 


INDEX 


AND DAMAGES HAS 

FEDERAL COURTS 

B. THE LIABILITY OF DEFEN AN BE ESTABLISH 
ON A CONSO B 


: = The Law is 
Determination in this s 
Depend upon a Transaction 
Transacti lysis 


c 


» 
Oo 
3 
3 
r 
r 
y 


) 


‘oe Transactional Details Souchtc ! Defend- 
ants Would Only be Relevant to Amount 


1 CT H D ast 
D. - ~ ——T 
CONCLUSION 
wie 
i, 4 


TA9A 


“Sy TABLE OF CASES 


hia Al Barnett & Son. Inc. v. Outboard Marine Corp., 

ae 64 F.R.D. 43 (D.Del. 1974) 9 
* . inal 

Vw American Tobacco | 


“= 93" COER Cir: LS 28 


14 


Atlas Bui 


17 


(9th Cir. 1965) 28 


17 


rw; 
wn 
>| 
oO 
LS 
oa) 
oO 


Gardner v 
(D. Utah 


-ii- 


Gasoline Products Co. v. Champlin Refining Co., 
~ 283 U.S. 494 (1931) 


Glasser v. United States, 315 U.S. 60 (1942) 


Illinois v. 
‘o-G. Gif; 


Illinois v. Harper & R 
(Children's s0o0xsS), 
1969) 


In re New 
F.Supp. 


Lehrman v. Gulf Oi SOrp. 
T¥5a,236 (Stn Cir. : 


Master Key Ar 
{74,680 (D.Co 


O'Donnell v. 


~ 183 F.Supp. 


Terrell v. 
494 F.2d 


United Air 
(9th Cir. 


Vanderveld 
Ass n, 

Western Ligqu 
Cir 


Wright & Miller, 
§2391 


oe, 


IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF CONNECTICUT 


IN RE: 
M.D.L. DOCKET NO. 45 


MASTER KEY ANTITRUST LITIGATION 


REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
TO SEPA TE ILITY AND Da! ISSUES 
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motion. — In sition, argue that liability 
and issue hould not be separated for trial because 
the sale of contract hardwarz S details which 
necessarily make each transaction unique and, therefore, 
each class member must provide extensive information about 
the nature of its purchase to show it was injured by the 
conspiracy Defendants claim that "substantive standards" 


ffs to prove liability 


- 


of the antitrust laws require plaint 


on a transaction-by-transaction basis. 


‘ : 
There are two crucial f 


“~~ 
wn 
~ 
H 
ima 


is bottomed on a portrayal of the contract 


hardware industry anc 


not square with the evidence. 


Pete a ie 
(Deft: emo 
to circulate 
ic otner 


counsel are ontacted by telephone 


752A 


(ii) It confuses the issue of impact as an element 
of liability with the question of amount of damages, which 


will vary for each class member. 


17) 
FS 
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1) 
Q 
io" 
fo 
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In their memorandum, defendant 


the evidence that plaintiffs will offer as proof in the 


— 
is 
ev) 
o 
a 
te 
fo 
ct 

< 

t 
a 
a 
fo 
he 

| 
fo 
2] 
a. 


misconceive what plaintiffs must show 


to prove inpact flowing from defendants' illegal 


and conduct. 
The plaintiffs intend to show (i) agreements and 


concerted action among defendants to raise and maintain 


=) 


prices of concract hardware and to eliminate price competition 


1 


On masterkey jobs, and (ii) that this illegal conduct had 


the effect 


freely competitive levels Such proof is sufficient tc 
establish liability of defendants. 
The factual contentions made by defendants in 


of 


opposition to the separatior 


He 
re 
= 
% 
i) 
H 
m 
( 
re 
T 
S 
4 
*) 
} 


in connection with their rotion for denial of class actio 
certification. Their position boils down to the assertion 


that the facts regarding the conspiracy and its 


~ 


so complicated that this 


itigation cannot be 


> 


trial and the issues of liability and damages cannot be separated 


without confusion; consequently, it would not be possible tc 


Manage the pending class actions. 
6 r 5 


*/ Defendants ci 
ing Procedur 
has been sut 
to Separate 


1974). 


or Motion 


id Damage Issues (filed November 15, 


For a more appropriate perspective, 
tions should be considered in light of the evidence 


in pretrial discov 


proof of antitrus 
have filed a Desi 
of Liability Issu 


Law with Respect 


Violations Commit 


753A 


these conten- 


developed 


legal principles that govern 


To 


+£Fe 
4ii5 


this end, plaint 


gnation of Evidence with Respect to Trial 
es (December 6, 1974) and a Memorandum of 
co the Nature and Proof of the Antitrust 
tci by ants (November 29, 1974). 
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The decision in Ill nois v. Harper & Row Publishers, 
Inc., (Children's Bo eS) ; F.Supp. 484 (N.D. Ill. 1969), 
furnishes persuasive authority for initial trial of liability 
issues on a consolidated basis (as well as certification of 
national and state-wide actions). The defendants 
attempt to characterize these class actions as being much 
more complex than Children's Books, + they describe as 
involving a horizontal price fixing conspiracy “with uniform 
impact" upon class (Defts Memo 31). The facts 


were t the contra 


* / On 
the 
defendants 
(continued 


the b 
library 


+ 


of their self-serving descriptions of 
industry and their sales practices, 
; | Ts A -an £ t = lA +r = 
iced J > Arafct LO Iola in 
4) 


T54A 


analysis of the alleged conspiracy and its effect on class 


members, though, Judge Decker rejected defendants' arguments 
> © o 


that the litigation would be too complicated to manage and, 


consequently, 


sle tt} 


closely resemb 


certified state-wide and national class actions. 


antitrust violations shown in Children's Books 


alleged conspiracy among defendants 


m 


is 


here to eliminate competition among themselves and their 


dealers so as 


7 r 
CO ma 


intain contract hardware prices at inflated 


The ec Lon 
comm i ren's 
book e tent, 
or nt rations 
ind 
ot fu 
nN Vv 
in s 
use l 
service an 
volume off 
trade ina 
ingly, the 
involved i 
speciali 
upon the 
cost of 
and the 


to vary 
ments of 
childrer 


this juncture w 
diverse nature of 
interests of the i 
alleged class and 
predominates over } 
tions of law and fact 


CONSE 


yi 
pir 


liabil 


- 


imi 


T55A 


had “horizontal” and "vertical" 


prevented price compe 


and enforced the agreement not to give discounts by 
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CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth in our opening r ranc 
and this rep irze the to grant the 
motion to consolidate the pending cases for separate trial 
of liability issues. 

Respectfull ubmi d, 


DATED: January 20, 1975 é 


FREEMAN, FREEMAN & ; . ‘ an 
SALZMAN Liaison Counsel for Plaintiff: 

One IBM PLAZA - Suite 3200 

Chicarzo, Illinois 60611 


(312) 467-6540 
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